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The importance of the hepatic venous pressure gradient
(HVPG) in selecting patients with hepatocellular carcinoma
(HCC) for liver resection (LR) has been somewhat controver-
sial. Recently, Boleslawski et al. prospectively evaluated a
cohort of 40 patients undergoing LR for HCC; the authors
aimed to identify the impact ofHVPG values and clinical signs
of portal hypertension (esophageal varices or splenomegaly
with a platelet count ,100,000/mm3) on postoperative
outcomes (1). The study showed that liver dysfunction and
90-day postoperative mortality rates were associated with
high HVPG values (p=0.017 and 0.026, respectively). In
contrast, the presence of clinical features of portal hyperten-
sion was not associated with either liver dysfunction or short-
term mortality. The authors concluded that the HVPG should
be measured routinely in HCC patients prior to LR. Clinical
practice guidelines from the European Association for the
Study of the Liver (EASL) and the American Association for
the Study of Liver Diseases (AASLD) suggest that clinical
parameters can be used as an alternative to HPVG in
determining the presence of clinically relevant portal hyper-
tension (2,3). Consequently, HVPG assessment may not be
necessary in all LR candidates (4). Although the Boleslawski et
al. study examined an important aspect of LR for HCC
patients, some concerns should be addressed.
There is no clear maximum tumor size that contra-
indicates LR in HCC patients with a single nodule (2,3).
Nevertheless, in a patient with well-preserved liver function
and a single tumor up to 5 cm, the presence of portal
hypertension is accepted as an adverse prognostic factor
that is associated with reduced and long-term patient
survival (5,6). In 1996, Bruix et al. first reported the negative
impact of significant portal hypertension on liver resection
outcomes (5). Twenty-nine cirrhotic Child-Turcotte-Pugh
(CPT) class A patients who underwent LR were evaluated to
determine the role of increased portal pressure in developing
postoperative hepatic decompensation. Eleven of the 29 patients
developed persistent liver decompensationwithin the first three
months after surgery, and HVPG was the only independent
factor that predicted hepatic decompensation in a multivariate
analysis (p,0.001). Subsequently, the same researchers updated
their results, suggesting that either HVPG or clinical signs of
portal hypertension could be used to select HCC patients for
resection or liver transplantation (6). Note that patients with a
single tumor .5 cm do not fulfill the Milan criteria, and liver
transplantation is not usually considered a treatment alternative
(2,3,7). Therefore, the presence of portal hypertension as an
absolute criterion for selecting patients for liver transplantation,
rather than resection, is of most relevance to the subgroup of
patients who could undergo either resection or transplantation.
Given the limited efficacy of other treatment options for this
patient subset, such as transarterial chemoembolization,
patients with a single tumor .5 cm may still be best served
by liver resection, even in the presence of portal hypertension.
The study by Boleslawski et al. did not mention tumor number
or size in the 40 enrolled patients, and this information may aid
in interpreting their data and conclusions. Note that in their
series, not all of the patients performed poorly (despite liver
resection in the presence of a HVPG .10 mmHg), and portal
hypertension clinically-based (PH-CB) was not predictive of
patient outcomes.
In light of the uncertainties surrounding the role of portal
hypertension in selecting HCC patients for liver resection, we
recently undertook a multicenter (in Australia, Spain, and
Brazil), exploratory analysis of 105 CPT AHCC patients (with a
single nodule #5 cm on imaging) who were treated with
primary liver resection (unpublished data). After a median
follow up of 51 months (range, 1–159 months), the 1-, 3-, and 5-
year survival rates were 97%, 83%, and 66%, respectively. As in
other studies, significant portal hypertension was defined as
having an HVPG $10 mmHg or the presence of gastro-
esophageal varices, splenomegaly (spleen length$12 cm) with
a platelet count ,100,000/mm3, or the need for diuretics to
control ascites. PH-CB was defined with the same criteria but
without the HVPG variable. No pre-operative characteristic
predicted the likelihood of survival after assessing all of the
variables recommended by the Panel of Experts in HCC-Design
Clinical Trials (7). In other words, our results suggest that liver
resection for CPT A HCC patients with a single tumor #5 cm
offers survival rates similar to liver transplantation, indepen-
dent of any pre-operative characteristics (8).
We have summarized the published studies evaluating liver
resection for patients with cirrhosis and HCC (Table 1). It is
clear that the data regarding the prognostic factors for HCC
Email: mauriciosilva11@yahoo.com.br
Tel.: 55 51 9767-1801
Copyright  2013 CLINICS – This is an Open Access article distributed under
the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Non-Commercial License (http://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/) which permits unrestricted non-
commercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the
original work is properly cited.
No potential conflict of interest was reported.
DOI: 10.6061/clinics/2013(04)01
EDITORIAL
437
T
a
b
le
1
-
R
e
su
lt
s
o
f
a
se
ri
e
s
e
va
lu
a
ti
n
g
li
ve
r
re
se
ct
io
n
in
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
it
h
h
e
p
a
to
ce
ll
u
la
r
ca
rc
in
o
m
a
a
n
d
ci
rr
h
o
si
s.
A
u
th
o
r,
y
e
a
r
D
e
si
g
n
T
u
m
o
r
A
ss
e
ss
m
e
n
t
In
cl
u
si
o
n
C
ri
te
ri
a
P
a
ti
e
n
ts
S
u
rv
iv
a
l
(%
)
C
o
m
m
e
n
ts
1
-y
e
a
r
5
-y
e
a
r
Ll
o
v
e
t
e
t
a
l.
,
1
9
9
9
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
R
a
d
io
lo
g
y
Si
n
g
le
n
o
d
u
le
u
p
to
5
cm
,
w
e
ll
-p
re
se
rv
e
d
li
ve
r
fu
n
ct
io
n
.
n
=
7
7
8
5
5
1
SP
H
a
n
d
B
L
w
e
re
th
e
fa
ct
o
rs
a
ss
o
ci
a
te
d
w
it
h
su
rv
iv
a
l.
T
h
e
su
b
se
t
o
f
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
it
h
n
e
it
h
e
r
SP
H
n
o
r
B
L
$
1
m
g
/d
L
h
a
d
a
5
-y
e
a
r
su
rv
iv
a
lr
a
te
o
f
7
4
%
.T
h
is
st
u
d
y
co
m
p
a
re
d
th
e
re
su
lt
s
o
f
2
in
d
e
p
e
n
d
e
n
t
a
rm
s
o
f
H
C
C
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
u
n
d
e
rg
o
in
g
LR
o
r
LT
.
C
h
ia
p
p
a
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
0
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
P
a
th
o
lo
g
y
N
o
t
d
e
fi
n
e
d
n
=
5
1
8
9
5
3
a
t
3
ye
a
rs
A
ft
e
r
a
m
e
d
ia
n
fo
ll
o
w
-u
p
o
f
2
8
m
o
n
th
s,
tu
m
o
r
re
cu
rr
e
n
ce
o
cc
u
rr
e
d
in
4
5
%
o
f
ca
se
s.
M
ic
ro
va
sc
u
la
r
in
va
si
o
n
a
n
d
sy
m
p
to
m
a
ti
c
tu
m
o
rs
w
e
re
a
ss
o
ci
a
te
d
w
it
h
p
o
o
r
lo
n
g
-
te
rm
su
rv
iv
a
l.
G
ra
zi
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
1
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
P
a
th
o
lo
g
y
C
P
T
A
o
r
B
w
it
h
o
u
t
a
sc
it
e
s,
H
E
,
o
r
e
so
p
h
a
g
e
a
l
va
ri
ce
s.
n
=
2
6
4
N
/A
4
1
P
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
h
o
u
n
d
e
rw
e
n
t
re
se
ct
io
n
a
ft
e
r
1
9
9
2
(n
=
1
5
7
)
h
a
d
h
ig
h
e
r
5
-y
e
a
r
su
rv
iv
a
l
ra
te
s
th
a
n
th
e
re
m
a
in
d
e
r
(4
9
%
ve
rs
u
s
3
2
%
,
p
,
0
.0
5
).
Y
a
m
a
m
o
to
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
1
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
R
a
d
io
lo
g
y
W
it
h
o
u
t
a
sc
it
e
s
o
r
ja
u
n
d
ic
e
;
.
3
cm
a
n
d
.
3
n
o
d
u
le
s.
n
=
5
8
9
6
6
1
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
p
ri
m
a
ri
ly
d
e
si
g
n
e
d
to
co
m
p
a
re
re
se
ct
io
n
(n
=
5
8
)
to
P
E
I
(n
=
3
9
).
T
h
e
su
rv
iv
a
l
ra
te
s
w
e
re
si
m
il
a
r
b
e
tw
e
e
n
th
e
g
ro
u
p
s
(p
=
0
.9
6
),
a
lt
h
o
u
g
h
th
e
co
h
o
rt
s
h
a
d
d
if
fe
re
n
t
b
a
se
lin
e
ch
a
ra
ct
e
ri
st
ic
s.
P
o
o
n
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
2
P
ro
sp
e
ct
iv
e
P
a
th
o
lo
g
y
N
e
it
h
e
r
e
xt
ra
h
e
p
a
ti
c
sp
re
a
d
n
o
r
m
a
cr
o
va
sc
u
la
r
in
va
si
o
n
.
n
=
2
0
6
G
ro
u
p
1
=
7
0
G
ro
u
p
2
=
1
6
1
G
ro
u
p
A
=
3
3
G
ro
u
p
B
=
4
4
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
p
ri
m
a
ri
ly
d
e
si
g
n
e
d
to
co
m
p
a
re
e
xt
e
n
d
e
d
LR
(G
ro
u
p
1
,n
=
4
5
)
to
le
ss
e
r
e
xt
e
n
t
li
ve
r
re
se
ct
io
n
(G
ro
u
p
2
,
n
=
1
6
1
).
E
ig
h
ty
-s
ix
p
e
rc
e
n
t
o
f
th
e
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
h
a
d
h
e
p
a
ti
ti
s
B
ci
rr
h
o
si
s.
E
rc
o
la
n
i
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
3
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
P
a
th
o
lo
g
y
N
o
t
d
e
fi
n
e
d
n
=
2
2
4
8
3
4
2
N
in
e
ty
-e
ig
h
t
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
re
ce
iv
e
d
T
A
C
E
p
ri
o
r
to
LR
.
P
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
it
h
a
si
n
g
le
n
o
d
u
le
h
a
d
h
ig
h
e
r
lo
n
g
-t
e
rm
su
rv
iv
a
l
in
th
e
m
u
lt
iv
a
ri
a
te
a
n
a
ly
si
s.
Fe
rr
e
ro
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
5
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
P
a
th
o
lo
g
y
N
o
t
d
e
fi
n
e
d
n
=
2
4
1
#
7
0
yr
s
=
7
4
.
7
0
yr
s
=
8
1
#
7
0
yr
s
=
3
2
.
7
0
yr
s
=
4
8
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
p
ri
m
a
ri
ly
d
e
si
g
n
e
d
to
co
m
p
a
re
LR
a
cc
o
rd
in
g
to
a
g
e
(#
7
0
yr
s,
n
=
1
7
7
)
a
n
d
(.
7
0
yr
s,
n
=
6
4
).
T
h
e
su
rv
iv
a
lr
a
te
s
w
e
re
si
m
ila
r
b
e
tw
e
e
n
th
e
g
ro
u
p
s
(p
=
0
.0
8
1
).
W
u
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
5
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
P
a
th
o
lo
g
y
A
b
se
n
ce
o
f
ve
in
in
va
si
o
n
o
r
e
xt
ra
h
e
p
a
ti
c
sp
re
a
d
n
=
4
2
6
N
/A
N
/A
G
ro
u
p
1
=
6
1
G
ro
u
p
2
=
4
6
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
p
ri
m
a
ri
ly
d
e
si
g
n
e
d
to
co
m
p
a
re
LR
a
cc
o
rd
in
g
to
th
e
p
e
ri
o
d
(1
9
9
1
-
1
9
9
6
,
n
=
1
6
1
,
G
ro
u
p
1
)
a
n
d
(1
9
9
7
–
2
0
0
2
,
n
=
2
6
5
,
G
ro
u
p
2
).
T
h
e
5
-y
e
e
a
r
su
rv
iv
a
l
ra
te
s
w
e
re
h
ig
h
e
r
in
G
ro
u
p
2
(p
,
0
.0
0
1
).
M
a
rg
a
ri
t
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
5
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
R
a
d
io
lo
g
y
C
P
T
A
,
si
n
g
le
n
o
d
u
le
u
p
to
5
cm
,
,
7
0
yr
s,
n
o
rm
a
l
B
L,
w
it
h
o
u
t
SP
H
.
n
=
7
3
LR
=
9
2
LT
=
7
8
LR
=
7
0
LT
=
6
5
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
p
ri
m
a
ri
ly
d
e
si
g
n
e
d
to
co
m
p
a
re
LR
(n
=
3
7
)
to
LT
(n
=
3
6
).
T
A
C
E
p
ri
o
r
to
LR
a
n
d
LT
w
a
s
p
e
rf
o
rm
e
d
in
se
le
ct
e
d
ca
se
s.
C
a
p
u
ss
o
tt
i
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
6
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
P
a
th
o
lo
g
y
N
o
t
d
e
fi
n
e
d
n
=
2
1
7
N
/A
SP
H
=
2
9
N
o
SP
H
=
3
9
P
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
it
h
SP
H
h
a
d
p
o
o
r
lo
n
g
-t
e
rm
su
rv
iv
a
l
ra
te
s
(p
=
0
.0
2
0
);
h
o
w
e
ve
r,
w
h
e
n
co
n
si
d
e
ri
n
g
o
n
ly
C
P
T
A
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
,t
h
e
su
rv
iv
a
lr
a
te
s
w
e
re
si
m
il
a
r
b
e
tw
e
e
n
th
e
g
ro
u
p
s
(p
=
0
.5
0
3
).
T
a
u
ra
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
7
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
P
a
th
o
lo
g
y
M
C
C
P
T
A
=
1
2
9
C
P
T
B
=
3
7
N
/A
N
/A
5
4
2
8
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
in
cl
u
d
e
d
a
th
ir
d
su
b
g
ro
u
p
o
f
n
o
n
-c
ir
rh
o
ti
c
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
(n
=
1
2
7
).
T
h
e
p
re
se
n
ce
o
f
ci
rr
h
o
si
s
w
a
s
a
ss
o
ci
a
te
d
w
it
h
lo
w
e
r
o
ve
ra
ll
su
rv
iv
a
la
n
d
a
g
re
a
te
r
ri
sk
o
f
re
cu
rr
e
n
ce
.
Is
h
iz
a
w
a
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
8
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
P
a
th
o
lo
g
y
D
e
p
e
n
d
in
g
o
n
a
sc
it
e
s,
B
L,
a
n
d
IC
G
R
1
5
.
n
=
4
3
4
N
/A
SP
H
=
5
6
N
o
SP
H
=
7
1
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
p
ri
m
a
ri
ly
d
e
si
g
n
e
d
to
co
m
p
a
re
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
it
h
SP
H
(n
=
1
3
6
)
to
th
o
se
w
it
h
o
u
t
P
H
(n
=
2
5
0
).
C
P
T
B
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
h
a
d
a
5
-y
e
a
r
su
rv
iv
a
l
ra
te
o
f
1
9
%
.
T
h
e
re
su
lt
s
sh
o
w
n
in
th
e
ta
b
le
co
rr
e
sp
o
n
d
to
th
e
su
b
se
t
o
f
C
P
T
A
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
.
E
ig
h
te
e
n
p
e
rc
e
n
t
o
f
th
e
e
n
ro
ll
e
d
ca
se
s
h
a
d
n
o
ci
rr
h
o
si
s.
P
a
rk
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
9
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
R
a
d
io
lo
g
y
C
P
T
A
,
M
C
n
=
2
1
3
9
2
6
9
P
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
e
re
fo
ll
o
w
e
d
fo
r
3
4
(1
–1
4
5
)
m
o
n
th
s.
Si
x
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
u
n
d
e
rw
e
n
t
sa
lv
a
g
e
li
vi
n
g
d
o
n
o
r
LT
.
T
h
e
o
ve
ra
ll
su
rv
iv
a
l
b
e
tw
e
e
n
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
it
h
a
si
n
g
le
n
o
d
u
le
a
n
d
2
-3
n
o
d
u
le
s
se
p
a
ra
te
ly
w
e
re
n
o
t
sh
o
w
n
.
Resection, portal hypertension and HCC
Silva MF et al.
CLINICS 2013;68(4):437-440
438
A
u
th
o
r,
y
e
a
r
D
e
si
g
n
T
u
m
o
r
A
ss
e
ss
m
e
n
t
In
cl
u
si
o
n
C
ri
te
ri
a
P
a
ti
e
n
ts
S
u
rv
iv
a
l
(%
)
C
o
m
m
e
n
ts
1
-y
e
a
r
5
-y
e
a
r
S
a
n
ta
m
b
ro
g
io
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
0
9
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
R
a
d
io
lo
g
y
Si
n
g
le
n
o
d
u
le
#
5
cm
;
C
P
T
A
;
re
se
ct
io
n
o
f
,
2
se
g
m
e
n
ts
.
LR
FA
=
7
4
LR
=
7
8
LR
FA
=
8
8
LR
=
9
3
LR
FA
=
4
1
LR
=
5
4
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
p
ri
m
a
ri
ly
d
e
si
g
n
e
d
to
co
m
p
a
re
LR
w
it
h
LR
FA
.
P
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
e
re
se
le
ct
e
d
fo
r
1
o
f
th
e
se
a
lt
e
rn
a
ti
ve
s
o
n
th
e
b
a
si
s
o
f
tu
m
o
r
lo
ca
ti
o
n
.
T
h
e
su
rv
iv
a
l
ra
te
s
w
e
re
si
m
il
a
r
b
e
tw
e
e
n
th
e
2
fo
rm
s
o
f
LR
.
Z
h
o
u
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
1
0
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
R
a
d
io
lo
g
y
M
C
;
C
P
T
A
a
n
d
B
.
n
=
1
,0
1
8
n
=
8
9
N
/A
N
/A
LR
=
7
0
%
a
t
4
ye
a
rs
LT
=
8
7
%
a
t
4
ye
a
rs
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
p
ri
m
a
ri
ly
d
e
si
g
n
e
d
to
co
m
p
a
re
LR
w
it
h
LT
.
LT
h
a
d
h
ig
h
e
r
su
rv
iv
a
l
ra
te
s
th
a
n
LR
.
H
o
w
e
ve
r,
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
it
h
tu
m
o
rs
w
it
h
a
si
ze
-p
lu
s-
n
u
m
b
e
r
o
f
u
p
to
4
o
r
a
b
se
n
ce
o
f
m
ic
ro
va
sc
u
la
r
in
va
si
o
n
h
a
d
si
m
il
a
r
lo
n
g
-t
e
rm
su
rv
iv
a
l
b
e
tw
e
e
n
th
e
g
ro
u
p
s.
S
a
p
is
o
ch
in
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
1
0
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
R
a
d
io
lo
g
y
C
P
T
A
o
r
B
;
si
n
g
le
H
C
C
;
n
o
e
xt
ra
h
e
p
a
ti
c
sp
re
a
d
n
o
r
m
a
cr
o
va
sc
u
la
r
in
va
si
o
n
.
n
=
1
0
0
5
9
5
2
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
p
ri
m
a
ri
ly
d
e
si
g
n
e
d
to
a
sc
e
rt
a
in
th
e
o
u
tc
o
m
e
o
f
LT
d
u
e
to
H
C
C
in
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
h
o
h
a
d
u
n
d
e
rg
o
n
e
p
re
vi
o
u
s
LR
(n
=
1
7
).
It
w
a
s
sh
o
w
n
th
a
t
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
it
h
re
cu
rr
e
n
ce
w
it
h
in
th
e
fi
rs
t
ye
a
r
a
ft
e
r
LR
h
a
d
a
p
o
o
r
p
ro
g
n
o
si
s
a
ft
e
r
sa
lv
a
g
e
LT
.
A
b
d
e
l-
W
a
h
a
b
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
1
0
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
P
a
th
o
lo
g
y
B
L
,
2
m
g
/d
L,
a
lb
u
m
in
.
3
g
/d
L,
p
ro
th
ro
m
b
in
a
ct
iv
it
y
.
6
0
%
w
it
h
o
u
t
a
sc
it
e
s,
p
o
rt
a
l
ve
in
th
ro
m
b
o
si
s
o
r
e
xt
ra
h
e
p
a
ti
c
sp
re
a
d
.
n
=
1
7
5
7
2
2
1
T
h
e
re
w
a
s
n
o
re
st
ri
ct
io
n
re
g
a
rd
in
g
tu
m
o
r
n
u
m
b
e
r
a
n
d
si
ze
.
A
ft
e
r
a
m
e
d
ia
n
fo
ll
o
w
-u
p
o
f
2
4
m
o
n
th
s,
7
8
ca
se
s
d
e
ve
lo
p
e
d
tu
m
o
r
re
cu
rr
e
n
ce
.
Le
e
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
1
0
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
R
a
d
io
lo
g
y
C
P
T
A
o
r
B
,
B
L
,
3
m
g
/d
L,
co
n
tr
o
ll
a
b
le
a
sc
it
e
s.
n
=
1
3
0
8
0
5
2
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
p
ri
m
a
ri
ly
d
e
si
g
n
e
d
to
co
m
p
a
re
LR
w
it
h
LT
(n
=
7
8
).
It
w
a
s
co
n
cl
u
d
e
d
th
a
t
LT
sh
o
u
ld
b
e
th
e
p
ri
m
a
ry
o
p
ti
o
n
in
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
it
h
in
th
e
M
C
,
w
h
e
re
a
s
LR
sh
o
u
ld
b
e
th
e
fi
rs
t
tr
e
a
tm
e
n
t
in
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
b
e
yo
n
d
th
e
M
C
.
H
u
a
n
g
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
1
1
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
P
a
th
o
lo
g
y
C
P
T
A
o
r
B
,
n
o
e
xt
ra
h
e
p
a
ti
c
sp
re
a
d
o
r
n
o
d
a
l
in
vo
lv
e
m
e
n
t;
a
n
y
tu
m
o
r
si
ze
a
n
d
n
u
m
b
e
r.
n
=
7
7
7
8
5
6
in
3
ye
a
rs
E
ig
h
ty
p
e
rc
e
n
t
o
f
th
e
e
n
ro
ll
e
d
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
h
a
d
ci
rr
h
o
si
s
ca
u
se
d
b
y
h
e
p
a
ti
ti
s
B
;
th
e
su
rv
iv
a
l
ra
te
s
a
t
1
a
n
d
3
ye
a
rs
w
e
re
8
7
%
,
a
n
d
7
5
%
,
re
sp
e
ct
iv
e
ly
(p
=
0
.0
0
2
)
in
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
w
it
h
n
o
d
u
le
s
sm
a
ll
e
r
th
a
n
5
cm
.
S
a
p
is
o
ch
in
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
1
2
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
R
a
d
io
lo
g
y
Si
n
g
le
n
o
d
u
le
#
5
cm
;
n
o
p
o
rt
a
l
h
yp
e
rt
e
n
si
o
n
a
n
d
n
o
rm
a
l
b
il
ir
u
b
in
n
=
9
5
8
2
6
0
3
3
a
t
1
0
ye
a
rs
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
p
ri
m
a
ri
ly
d
e
si
g
n
e
d
to
co
m
p
a
re
LR
(n
=
9
5
)
w
it
h
LT
(n
=
1
2
2
)
o
n
a
n
in
te
n
ti
o
n
-t
o
-t
re
a
t
b
a
si
s.
T
h
e
a
u
th
o
rs
co
n
cl
u
d
e
d
th
a
t
a
t
5
ye
a
rs
su
rv
iv
a
l
w
a
s
e
q
u
iv
a
le
n
t;
n
e
ve
rt
h
e
le
ss
,
LT
a
ch
ie
ve
d
a
b
e
tt
e
r
o
u
tc
o
m
e
a
t
1
0
ye
a
rs
.
M
o
re
o
ve
r,
w
h
e
n
th
e
y
co
m
p
a
re
d
p
a
ti
e
n
ts
re
se
ct
e
d
w
it
h
e
a
rl
y
H
C
C
(t
u
m
o
rs
#
2
cm
)
w
it
h
LT
,
th
e
1
0
-y
e
a
r
su
rv
iv
a
l
w
a
s
si
m
il
a
r.
B
o
le
sl
a
w
sk
i
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
1
2
P
ro
sp
e
ct
iv
e
N
/A
N
/A
n
=
4
0
N
/A
N
/A
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
p
ri
m
a
ri
ly
d
e
si
g
n
e
d
to
e
va
lu
a
te
th
e
im
p
a
ct
o
f
p
o
rt
a
l
h
yp
e
rt
e
n
si
o
n
o
n
sh
o
rt
-t
e
rm
su
rv
iv
a
l
a
n
d
m
o
rb
id
it
ie
s
p
o
st
-L
R
;
se
e
te
xt
fo
r
d
e
ta
il
s.
S
il
v
a
e
t
a
l.
,
2
0
1
2
R
e
tr
o
sp
e
ct
iv
e
R
a
d
io
lo
g
y
C
P
T
A
,
si
n
g
le
n
o
d
u
le
#
5
cm
n
=
1
0
5
8
5
6
6
N
o
p
re
-o
p
e
ra
ti
ve
ch
a
ra
ct
e
ri
st
ic
s
w
e
re
a
ss
o
ci
a
te
d
w
it
h
p
a
ti
e
n
t
su
rv
iv
a
l;
se
e
te
xt
fo
r
fu
rt
h
e
r
in
fo
rm
a
ti
o
n
.
T
h
is
st
u
d
y
w
a
s
b
a
se
d
o
n
th
e
in
te
n
ti
o
n
-t
o
-t
re
a
t
p
ri
n
ci
p
le
.
A
b
b
re
vi
a
ti
o
n
s:
SP
H
,
si
g
n
if
ic
a
n
t
p
o
rt
a
l
h
yp
e
rt
e
n
si
o
n
;
B
L,
se
ru
m
to
ta
l
b
il
ir
u
b
in
;
H
C
C
,
h
e
p
a
to
ce
ll
u
la
r
ca
rc
in
o
m
a
;
LR
,
li
ve
r
re
se
ct
io
n
;
LT
,
li
ve
r
tr
a
n
sp
la
n
ta
ti
o
n
;
C
P
T
,
C
h
il
d
-P
u
g
h
-T
u
rc
o
tt
e
;
N
/A
,
n
o
t
a
va
il
a
b
le
;
H
E
,
h
e
p
a
ti
c
e
n
ce
p
h
a
lo
p
a
th
y;
P
E
I,
p
e
rc
u
ta
n
e
o
u
s
e
th
a
n
o
l
in
je
ct
io
n
;
T
A
C
E
,
tr
a
n
sa
rt
e
ri
a
l
ch
e
m
o
e
m
b
o
li
za
ti
o
n
;
IC
G
R
1
5
,
in
d
o
cy
a
n
in
e
g
re
e
n
re
te
n
ti
o
n
ra
te
a
t
1
5
m
in
u
te
s;
M
C
,
M
il
a
n
cr
it
e
ri
a
;
LR
FA
,
la
p
a
ro
sc
o
p
ic
ra
d
io
fr
e
q
u
e
n
cy
a
b
la
ti
o
n
.
T
a
b
le
1
-
C
o
n
ti
n
u
e
d
.
CLINICS 2013;68(4):437-440 Resection, portal hypertension and HCC
Silva MF et al.
439
patients undergoing liver resection are scarce. Current
recommendations for patient selection for liver resection versus
liver transplantation for tumors #5 cm are still based on the
original Barcelona group publication, which was based on a
retrospective analysis of a case series from the 1990s (5). Note
that given the limitations of retrospective studies, the robustness
of evidence supporting this findingmust be validated following
evidenced-based ranking systems (9). Basing recommendations
on the results of liver resection performed in the 1990s ignores
recent improvements in the perioperative care of cirrhotic
patients (10). These recommendations may also limit access to
liver resection for patientswho have no or limited access to liver
transplantation.
In conclusion, further well-designed trials are warranted
to evaluate the role of significant portal hypertension in
predicting liver resection outcomes for HCC patients.
Nevertheless, until further well-designed prospective stu-
dies are undertaken, the recommendations of the EASL–
HCC Clinical Practice Guidelines should remain in place.
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